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The War 


Leading the Worl 


by Aaron Maté, VP Campaigns 


However much more time the UN 
Security Council now extends to 
inspections in Iraq, the US has already 
made clear that their findings will be of 
little relevance. “President George 
Bush is determined to go to war with 
Saddam Hussein in the next few weeks, 
without UN backing if necessary, 
according to authoritative sources in 
Washington and _ London,” the 
Guardian reports on January 24th. The 
only debate within the Bush 
administration centers along the much- 
hyped Rumsfeld-Powell divide, with 
the former “[wanting] Mr. Bush to seta 
clear and imminent deadline” while the 
Secretary of State is “resisting, asking 
for a little more time for diplomatic 
coalition-building” before bombing 
this suffering, miserable country. 


Whenever they may be 
implemented, the Bush 
administration’s war eS 
plans reflect well- 
established precedents 


familiar to the people of 
Iraq and the Middle East: 
the death and misery of 
millions of people to 
ensure Western control 
over the region’s oil 


resources. Understanding 
this basic aim can help 
the US has 


explain why 
supported 


Saddam used poison gas 


to massacre 5000 Iraqi 


Jaggi Singh is arrested and escorted through the Hall 
building by Montreal Police sergeant Donald Lemieux 
about an hour after giving a speech in support of 
Concordia students facing disciplinary hearings for the 
Sept. 9th protests. 
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n Continues 


on Palestinian Solidarity at Concordia 


With the release of its report on the September 9th protests, Concordia’s 
administration had the opportunity to reflect on, and take responsibility for, its own 
faults: disregard for the safety of all students, staff and faculty that fateful day, 
discriminatory ene against Arab and Muslim students. Unfortunately, both the 
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Against Iraq 


0 More Misery 


Kurds in March 1988, newly 
inaugurated president George Bush Sr. 
called for establishing close ties with 
the Iraqi dictator, explaining that 
“normal relations between the United 
States and Iraq would serve our longer 
term interests and promote stability in 
both the Gulf and the Middle East,” and 
encouraging “economic and _ political 
incentives for Iraq to moderate its 
behaviour and to increase our 
influence.” 

Bush Sr.’s overtures were by no 
means novel; six years earlier President 
Reagan had dispatched special envoy 
Donald Rumsfeld to Baghdad to visit 
"with the explicit aim of fostering 
better relations between the United 
States and Iraq,” as John J. 
Mearsheimer of the University of 
Chicago and Stephen M. Walt of 


CONTINUED ON PAGE 6 


“by two campus 


report itself an 


a renewed crackdown on Palestinian solidarity activists and students 


indicates that the admin has little concern in changing for the better. See also Truth 


not Found, p.4 
by The UNabridged 


- Condemnation of the Concordia 
administration’s perceived bias against 
Palestinian students and _ their 
supporters were rampant this past 
week, with a series of actions taken 
against students associated with the 
cause. As disciplinary hearings began 
against six of the twelve students for 
their participation in the September 9th 
demonstration against former Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, 
the university threatened to punish 
Solidarity for Palestinian Human 
Rights (SPHR) if they went ahead with 
a planned gathering scheduled to show 
solidarity with those students. 

The same day, the university 
administration had _ social justice 
activist Jaggi Singh arrested by 
Montreal police — on charges brought 
guar an 
alleged assault commited by Singh 
over four months earlier. Meanwhile, 
the hearings against Palestinian 
solidarity activist Samer Elatrash were 
called into question with a highly 
questionable decision that allowed a 
judge that has openly denounced the 
protests to remain on the panel. 

The SPHR gathering was to have 
taken place inside Concordia’s Hall 
building on Monday, January 20th, 
where they had planned to screen 
video footage of the September 9th 
protesters on the escalators of the 
lobby, images that had not yet made its 
way into the media. Protesters are 
shown peacefully occupying the 
escalators and chanting slogans, before 
police officers attempt to clear them 
with harsh beatings. 

But on Friday afternoon, SPHR 

executives received a letter from the 
administration’s attorney informing 
them “that you are not allowed to 
protest on the University’s premises,” 
threatening legal action and expulsion 
“against your organization, the 
members of your executive as well as 
the protesters without further notice” if 
they were to disobey. 
Thus the rally was held outdoors 
in the freezing cold, the message that 
Palestinian solidarity at Concordia 
University should not be criminalized 
all the more resonant given that it 
wasn’t even allowed to be expressed 
inside its walls. 


Jaggi gets nabbed 


About an hour after giving 


| speech at the protests, Jaggi Singh 


irrested by Montreal police se! 
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assembly. All three charges stem from 
the September 9 demonstration. 

The arrest interrupted an 
interview Singh and fellow activists 
Dexter X and Gabriel Babineau were 
giving about their experiences with 
police brutality during the April 2001 
Summit of the Americas in Quebec 
City. Singh gained notoriety there for 
allegedly possessing a teddy bear 
catapult that may have been used to 
assault police. Those charges were 
later dropped, but he is still facing 
charges of participating in a riot. His 


trial by jury begins May 20. 
Was it a coincidence that Singh 
was arrested on the day that 


disciplinary hearings for students were 
to begin? Singh, who is not a 
Concordia student, will not be allowed 
to set foot on Concordia property for 
any reason whatsoever. 
ega 

Freedman said that security personnel 
helped police locate Singh in the 
student union offices when they were 
told that there was an outstanding 
warrant for his arrest. Freedman also 
explained that the university had been 
trying without success to deliver a 
letter to Singh banning him from 
campus. “I understand that he will be 
personally receiving the letter this 
afternoon,” said Freedman. It is no 
doubt easier to serve papers on 
someone who is in police custody. 
Singh was released that same night 
evening with a promise to appear in 
court. °- 


Samer Gets Shafted 


Elatrash’s hearing began two days 
later, also under questionable 
circumstances. As proceedings got 
under away,  Elatrash’ raised an 
objection to one of three judges on his 
panel. Elatrash quoted the panelist’s 
comments at a prior CSU Council 
where she had harshly condemned the 
Sept. 9th protests outright. Elatrash, a 
leader- of the protests who had urged 
the crowd to engage in non-violent civil 
disobedience, pointed out that the 
panelist’s comments rendered her too 
biased too judge him fairly. But he was 
turned down on the grounds that the 
remarks in question had been made in 
a general manner, not directed at 
Samer himself. That these remarks 
were made about a protest that Samer 
is being tried as the leader of seemed to 
be of no importance. 


The decision was only one in a 
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CONCORDIA 
ADMINISTRATION TAKES 
ON PARLIAMENTARY MPS 


Arguing that the event would 
“Inevitably” result in violence, 
Concordia’s administration got a court 
injunction on November 15th, blocking 
a CSU-organized lecture by Canadian 
Members of Parliament Svend 
Robinson and Libby Davies on “Peace 
and Justice in the Middle East”. The 
two MPs, along by Jewish-Canadian 
left-wing: journalist Judy Rebick, had 
come to Concordia to denounce the 
moratorium on Israel-Palestine 
activities and share testimony of their 
recent trips to the Occupied Palestinian Territories. Respecting the injunction’s 
jurisdiction but denouncing its intent, the CSU moved the event outside the Hall 
building, where the MPs and Rebick addressed hundreds of spectators, including 
media from all across the country. Embarassed by the whole affair, Concordia’s 
Board of Governors lifted the moratorium a few days later. 


CSU ADVOCACY CENTER OPENS AT LOYOLA 


The CSU advocacy center expanded to the Loyola campus at the end of last 
semester. The center is an extension of the advocacy center on the SGW campus, 
which opened last summer. Staffed by CSU VP (Academic) Ralph Lee and Student 
Advocates Jean-Marc Bouchard and April Lehner, the center provides support 
and advocacy for students in academic and inter-personal disputes on campus — 
unfair grades, discriminatory treatment, etc. The Loyola center is right beside the 
Cafeteria in room SC-115, while the SGW office is in room H-644. For info, call 
848-7461. 


MP Svend Robinson addresses a warm crowd 
out in the cold in front of the ConU Hall building. 


CSU COUNCIL SUSPENDS, REINSTATES HILLEL’S CLUB 
PRIVILEGES; HILLEL SUES 


In a highly controversial decision, an 8-1 vote taken by CSU Council on 
December 2nd suspended Hillel’s club privileges pending an apology from the 
group for passing out flyers that allegedly broke Canadian law. The material in 
question advertised for the Mahal program, which enlists international volunteers 
in the Israel Defense Forces. CSU Councillor Adam Slater, who presented the 
motion, alleged that the flyers violate the Canadian Foreign Enlistment Act, which 
stipulates that “Any person who within Canada, recruits or otherwise induces any 
person or body persons to enlist or to accept any commission or engagement in 
the armed forces of any foreign state or other armed forces operating in that state 
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is guilty of an offence.” 
Hillel members refused to apologize, denying wrongdoing and complaining 


that they were not properly notified of the allegations against them before they 


were presented to council. Over a week later, the CSU Council lifted the 
suspension. They then passed a motion requiring all student 
clubs to sign a declaration committed to anti-racism and 
mutual respect in order to receive funding. At press time, 
most clubs had signed the document. 


CSU 


NEWS AND NOTES (yy 
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ELECTIONS 


Spectrum last September will be doing it all over again, as the CSU presents its 
second Orientation event of the year. It’s coordinated this time by Shiri 
Pasternak, of CSU handbook Surprising fame, who takes the reigns from Sara 
Dent, who put together last semester’s spectacular orientation. Ticket info and 
details are forthcoming. 


THE DON MOVES ON 


Dean of Students Donald Boisvert, stepped down from his position on 
January 15. According to esteemed sources within the administration, Dr. 
Boisvert departed due to a 
disagreement over an 
inquiry into discrimination 
on campus. Dr. Boisvert § 
apparently echoed the § 
CSU's calls for an inquiry 
into anti-Arab racism and 
discrimination on campus, 
which Concordia’s 
administration has thus far 
refused. Although at times 
the CSU clashed with Dr. 
Boisvert over the years, he 
was a_ well-liked and 
respected Dean that will be 
missed. 


Donald Boisvert gives the Unabridged a cheerful wave as he 
stands on the side lines of last October's Day of Action Against 


CSU TO HOST CONFERENCE ON ANTI-SEMITISM AND 
RACISM IN MARCH 


The Concordia Student Union is organizing a conference on Racism and 
anti-Semitism, tentatively scheduled for early-March 2003. The conference will 
address the relevant issues that affect both Concordia and society at large, 
including racial profiling (particularly in the aftermath of 9/11), living conditions 
and realities for immigrants and indigenous peoples, portrayal of minorities and 

people of colour in the media, and instances of anti-Arab and anti-Jewish 
discrimination as they pertain to the overall debate and discussion on the Arab- 
Israel conflict. Through panels, lectures and workshops that will feature a diverse 
range of speakers, we hope to provide all participants with a stronger awareness 
and understanding of the injustices faced in our society by minorities and all 
people of colour. And to the extent that we as individuals and groups play a part 
in these injustices, the conference will be geared towards helping us arrive at the 
realizations in ourselves as to our own prejudices and what we can do to rid 
ourselves of how we perpetuate them. 

To get involved or get more info, contact Aaron Maté, CSU VP Campaigns, 
by phone at 848-7970 or by e-mail at campaigns@csu.tao.ca. Comments and 
suggestions for additional topics and speakers are strongly encouraged. 


GUATEMALAN ACTIVIST TO VISIT CONCORDIA - 

Jesus Tecu-Osorio, a world-renowned human rights activist and survivor of 
the 1983 massacre of 177 civilians in the Guatemalan village of Rio Negro, will be 
delivering a lecture at Concordia in late 
February. A life-long activist devoted to 
seeking a just and fair society in a country 
long dominated by repressive 
governments and their Western patrons, 
Tecu-Osorio lost his parents and all but one 
sibling to the massacres. The Rio Negro 
villagers had opposed forced resettlement 
to make way for the Chixoy Dam Hydro- 
Electric Project, which had been funded by 
the World Bank and Inter-American 
Development Bank. Tecu-Osorio will be 
joined by Jessica Pupovac of the 
Guatemala office of Rights Action). The 
lecture takes place at 2pm on _ Friday, 
Feb.28 at the School of Community and 
Public Affairs. For info, e-mail CSU 
President Sabine Friesinger at 
prez@csu.tao.ca 
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COMING UP! 


Special thanks to: writers and 


Hillel has not signed the document yet, and has since 
launched a $100,00 lawsuit against the CSU. The case has yet 
to go to trial. 


CSU ORIENTATION PART 2 - WINTER 
ORIENTATION JUST AROUND THE BEND 


The student union (hint: the CSU) that brought you a 
week of student éxpos, movie screenings, live Klezmer and one 
amazing concert from Afrobeat sensation Antibalas at the 


LOVE THE CSU? HATE THE CSU? (but secretly love the 
CSU too? don’t worry, we won’t tell!) However you may 
feel, CSU General Elections are upcoming in March. 


Nomination forms to run for the CSU Executive and CSU 
Council are available from the CSU main offices, H-637. 
Want to run but don’t know how to navigate all the 
bureaucracy? Come by and we'll explain it to you. 
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contributors, Aaron’s supply of 
red apples, the fact that 
months are a month long, the 
days when it’s NOT -40. 


~ Conflict and Racism? 


By Youri Cormier 


Of the fifteen motions brought 
this year by students to the University’s 
Board of Governors (BoG), Concordia’s 
highest decision making body, t, one 
was immediately voted down, while 
fourteen were tossed out. Two positive 
student referenda outcomes 
concerning media funding, which were 
supposed to be ratified (a formality), 
were instead voted down, then tabled 
and only reconsidered and approved a 
month later, following a parade of 
begging student journalists. Seven 
motions were either tabled or ignored 
until their relevance dissipated. And 
five are currently pending, having been 
ignored repeatedly since mid- 
December, when they were proposed. 
But all of this is no surprise. 

As a member of it, I can say with 
certainty that the BoG, whose 
moratorium gagged freedom of speech 
on campus last semester, has little or no 
respect for students and _ their 
concerns. Indeed, they avoid such 
topics like a child avoids baths: by all 
means necessary. Topics brought forth 


by students are discarded regularly, - 


sometimes with technicalities, other 
times by indeterminate postponing 
and, worst of all, often by simply 
ignoring them until they go away. 

If the conflicts we have seen lately 
at Concordia are so prevalent, it is 
primarily a reflection of the university’s 
environment, which acts as a Catalyst. 
There are two elements that brew such 
hostilities; a lack of discussion and 
institutional racial tensions. The lack of 
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open communication is evident in the 
way it treats student motions and 
topics of debate, but on the racial issue, 
the problem is harder to pinpoint, 
though of much graver consequence. 
While the administration pays ‘lip 
service to multiculturalism and 
minority advancement in its public 
relations and advertising campaigns, 
little actually gets done to integrate 
community members and . offer 
minority advancement. 


As for Concordia’s 
administration, the Rector 
and Vice Rectors are all 
white, middle-aged men, 
as are all Deans but one. 


Though Concordia prides itself on 
cultural diversity, respect and 
inclusiveness, the composition of BoG 
(approx. 35 members) presents a 
thoroughly different make-up from that 
of faculty, staff and _ students. 
Composed primarily of appointed 
white, upper class, middle-aged men, 
the undemocratic BoG is strikingly 
monolithic, with not a single Hispanic, 
African, East-Asian or Native member. 
Considering the large Muslim 
community at Concordia, it is also odd 
that the sole Muslim Board member is 
one of four’ elected student 
representatives. As for Concordia’s 
administration, don’t hold your breath, 


Mr. Peter Kruyt, Vice-President 


- Corporation of Canada 


Lengvari Financial Inc. 


Ms. Christine Lengvar, President and CEO 


BOARD OF GOVERNORS REPORT 


Is Concordia Institutionally Plagued With 


the Rector and Vice Rectors are all 
white, upper class, middle-aged men, 
as are all Deans but one. 

Though we can assume that the 
ethnic composition of Concordia’s 
administration is purely co-incidental; 
the same excuse cannot justify the 
somewhat racist and clearly 
disrespectful comments spoken and 
tolerated at BoG meetings. During the 
December 11th open session meeting, 
provocative statements aimed at 
student representatives were made by 
members of the Board, including one 
who referred to the four student 
representatives as “hijackers” and 
another who, in response to the sole 
Muslim member’s request that the 
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ethnicity, sexual orientation or cultural 
background. And yet, the attempts by 
students to propose such an 
independent review have been turned 
down systematically. The rector claims 
it would be a bad public relations 
move, a rather pathetic argument. 
Either they have something to hide or 
they don’t. The current refusal is a far 
worse PR move, since it indicates that 
the university is scared of what the 
study would tell the world. I wonder 
why. 

It is with all this in mind that I call 
upon concerned members of our 
community to question the moral 
rectitude of Concordia’s corporate 
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Below is Concordia’s Board of Governors, the University’s highest decision- 
making body. It is dominated by representatives from the corporate sector 


with little Labour-union, faith organizations, community organizations or other 
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Truth not Found » 


Montreal Police pepperspray the crowds outside the Hall Building after a front window is broken 


on Sept. 9th. 


By Yves Engler, VP Communications 


September 9th is a day that has 
taken on mythic proportions. Likewise, 
the subsequent events, including the 
administration’s repressive response to 
student activity (such as bringing in 19 
police vans to arrest me for handing 
out FTAA materials on the Mezz - see 
last month’s Unabridged) and their 
blocking of two democratically elected 
Canadian politicians from speaking at 
Concordia on November 15th (see item 
in CSU News & Notes, p. 2) , have also 


brought a lot of attention to the 
University. 
This past Wednesday — the 


administration had a chance to look 
back and improve the situation with the 
release of their report on Benjamin 
Netanyahu’s visit. They did not use this 
opportunity. In brief the administration 
is still in complete denial. 

It’s important to consider the 
university's initial risk assessment of 
the proposed Netanyahu lecture 
conducted prior to September 9th. In 
discussing it in their report, the 
administration’s central mistake is 
exposed, though never pronounced. It 
states that “the Hall building 
symbolizes ‘Ground Zero’ for polarized 
pro-Palestinian and pro-Israeli student 
activists.” This is a no-brainer to 
anyone who attends Concordia. Hillel 
knew full well how Netanyahu’s 
downtown speech would be received 
and likely wanted to assert itself. For 


Pro-palestinian protesters. 


this, I do not begrudge them. Whether 
or not this is a reality, many Hillel 
members feel victimized at Concordia. 
The administration, however, 
does deserve blame for allowing the 
event to go ahead downtown. Hardly 
mentioned in the report is the fact that 
the administration’s initial risk 
assessment stated that the speech 
should be held at the Loyola ice rink. 
Nevertheless, something that _ is 
mentioned is that “a number of other 
locations were proposed to the event 
organizers, none of which appeared to 
be acceptable to them.” Why did the 
administration buckle under event 
organizer pressure? Does’ the 
administration make decisions based 
upon what is “acceptable” to 
organizers of events or rather to what 
they see as most acceptable to ensuring 
the safety of students and faculty? 
After making this mistake, a 
number of others emanate. For 
example, we read that the 
administration decided to bring in “79 
contract security guards” for the event. 


In brief, the administration 
is still in complete denial. 


Not surprisingly, “unfamiliar” guards 
were later unable to help those 
students who started suffocating from 
the intoxicants released by the police. 

The most ridiculous part of the 
report, however, is the timeline. It 
claims that “at 13:06 violence broke out 
both within the building and outside 
almost simultaneously.” According to 
the document, as “the demonstrators 
on De Masionneuve kicked a hole in 
plate-glass windows.... other 
demonstrators on the escalator and the 
Mezzanine threw furniture and objects 
at the police below.” Then, “at 13:20, 
the police, caught between two groups 
of violent demonstrators, attempted to 
protect themselves and to regain 
control of the situation. Inside the 
building, riot police charged up the 
escalator and through the Mezzanine 
forcing demonstrators up into the 
building.” Though this happened, the 
sequence of events is incorrect. To 
believe this timeline one has to accept 
the comical idea that the police waited 
in the lobby for 14 minutes while chairs 
were thrown on them before charging 
up the escalators. Yeah right. 

Even according to the video 
“montage” being used by the 
administration against those students 
charged internally, the act that leads to 
the breaking of the window is 5 police 
throwing a protester to the ground. A 
number of minutes later the window 


breaks. Then police, caught in a 
vulnerable position, pepper spray 
protesters outside while police inside 
increase their force on those on the 
escalators. As protesters flee up «the 
escalators they start to throw chairs 
and other objects at the advancing 
police (some protesters had been 
throwing crumpled up newspapers 
earlier). 

Allegedly, the report was put 
together through interviews with 
students, club members and others. 


Hardly mentioned in the 
report is the fact that the 
administration’s initial risk 
assessment stated that the 
speech should be held at the 
Loyola ice rink. 


How come no one from the CSU or the 
Link was interviewed? After checking 
around, I don’t even know of any other 
students interviewed. Maybe their lack 


of interest in interviewing students is 
the reason they “could find no evidence 
to support this allegation” of police 
aggression. It also speaks to how the 
administration. generally . conducts 
business - rarely do they listen to 
students. 

Lastly, “the intent [of the report] is 
to identify direct and underlying causes 
leading up to the incident and to 
evaluate its impact in order to enable us 
to learn from the experience and take 
steps to prevent a recurrence.” Why 
then does the report not discuss any 
Arab student claims of discrimination? 
Similarly, why did Hillel feel the need to 
hold the talk in the Hall Building? 
These questions of _ perceived 
discrimination or hostility must be 
addressed. 

On a final note, in the aftermath of 
September 9th much has been made of 
the day. Across the country it is still 
being quoted (mostly by _ anti- 
Palestinian jingoists) as a “riot” or an 
extremely violent affair. It was not. “In 
terms of reported injuries and material 
damage, the effects were minimal” 
Tellingly, “few individuals bothered to 
report their experiences.” Politics is 
everywhere. 


CJLO BUZZ 


Concordia’s emerging force in 
alternative radio 


by Elise Hugus 


Free speech, 
Globalization. Ethnic 
and territorial battles. These issues 
make the headlines of corporate 
media every day, but the struggles are 
taking place right here at Concordia. 

Do you want to know more 
about your university, but don’t know 
where to turn? 

Check out CJLO, Concordia’s 
emerging force in alternative radio. 

Like many small _ stations, 
“Concordia’s new sound” is working 
its way up in the sonic world through 
donations, volunteers, and a large 
dose of creativity. This year the quest 
to get an AM license has begun in 
earnest, with the target date set for 
Winter 2004. In the meantime, a kick- 
ass entourage of DJs and music buffs 
spin an audio web seven days a week, 
twenty-four hours a day. Though you 
won't find CJLO on your radio dial, 
it’s possible to listen to it in Loyola’s 
G-lounge, the Hingston Hall 
residences, and Bonkif (just ask your 
friendly bartender). You can tune in 
from home at www.cjlo.com and see 
the DJs hard at work via webcam. 

As proven by the corporate 
media distortion of the events of 
September 9, anti-FTAA activism, the 
occupation of Palestine, the only 
viewpoint that matters is that of the 
business elite. That’s why we have to 
take matters into our own hands! 
CJLO News is coming back atchya 
this semester with a line-up of in- 
depth features relating Concordia to 
the “real world”—with the focus on 


pro-activism as a means to create 
change in the community. We'll update 
you on activities put on by Concordia’s 
plethora of clubs, backstage interviews 
with some of the hottest bands in 
Montreal, art and theater reviews, and 
more. Don't be surprised if a stranger 
approaches you with a mic—we want 
to make your voice heard! We'll be 
conducting weekly surveys geared to 
make you rant, man-on-the-street 
interviews, and “raps” featuring a 
social justice topic every w ; 

Unlike the newspapers’ on 
campus, the news programming on 
CJLO will allow for unedited dialogue 
between dissenting sides. In the works 
this semester is a live debate show with 
campus celebs, as well as Concordia’s 
own debate society. For the time being 
our weekly news show is. on 
Wednesdays from 10:45-noon. Stories 
from the journalism department’s radio 
news class spice up the program, but 
contributions or ideas welcome 
from everybody. Email 
cjlonews@hotmail.com for more info. 

Bertolt Brecht wrote, “anybody 
who advises us not to make use of [the 
media] just confirms the right of the 
apparatus to do bad work... for he is 
thus proclaiming his willingness tc 
have nothing but dirt produced for 
him.” Put into more succinct terms by 
radical journalist Abbie Hoffman, “if 
you don’t like the news, go out and 
make it”. We hope you do just that. 


are 
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Chair of ConU Real Estate Committee in Legal Battle over 
Texas Land Deal: 


CSU President 


Wener should resign 


for sake of Cancoediats reputation 


By David Bernans, CSU 
Researcher 


The Chair of Concordia’s Real 
Estate Committee and Board of 
Governors (BoG) member Jonathon 
Wener has a reputation as an 
important real estate developer in 
Montreal. Through shell corporations 
like Mr. Wener’s wholly owned 
Canderel Inc., he has made major land 
deals, mostly to create luxury 
condominium housing. Little is known, 
however, about his real estate holdings 
as far away as Fort Worth Texas. 

One such apparently lucrative 
venture has come back to haunt Mr. 
Wener. The deal started with the 
purchase of the prominent Bank One 


Through shell corporations 
like Mr. Wener’s wholly 
owned Canderel Inc., he 
has made major land deals, 
mostly to create luxury 
condominium housing. 


building that dominated the Fort 
Worth Texas skyline in 1998 for about 
$35 million (US). It .ended with an 
insurance settlement of $80 million for 
the owners, a boarded-over eyesore for 
Fort Worthians, and an $800,000 repair 
bill for a local restaurant. The part in 
between is.a complex. tale of business 
dealings and natural disaster. It 
involves a tornado, a Dallas-based 
Baptist preacher and the Caisse de 
depot et placement du Quebec. 

In 1998 Mr. Wener was one of the 
parties in an unlikely partnership 
involving SITQ holdings (the 


investment arm of the Caisse de depot 
pension fund) and Ronald W. Cherry, a 
former Baptist preacher from Dallas 
Texas. Together, the partners formed a 
holding company called Loutex Fort 
Worth. Loutex bought Bank One in 
1998 for about $35 million. In March of 
2000 a Texas twister turned the 
shimmering skyscraper into a 
dangerous cage of metal and broken 
glass. : 

The broken glass was eventually 
replaced with plywood and Bank One 
became known as “Plank One”. The 
plywood was deemed a fire hazard 
and replaced with metal, earning the 
eyesore the title of the “Tin Can 
Tower”. 

It appears that Loutex followed 
the “win-win” strategy suggested by 
Mr. Cherry to Mr. Wener and SITQ in 
a June 10, 2000, memo. According to 
Mr. Cherry, both the Insurance 
company and Loutex would “win” if a 
settlement could be reached that 
exceeded the expected earnings on the 
property but still represented a 
savings for the company. Given such a 
settlement, Loutex could “walk-away” 
without repairing or demolishing the 
architectural albatross. This document 
is now known as the “walk-away 
memo”. 

There were, however, some 
losers in the walk-away strategy. Bank 
One tenants lost their place of 
business. Reata Restaurants, which 
said it spent $800,000 in repairs to its 
top-floor- dining establishment on 
assurances from Loutex that the 
building would be repaired, has led the 
way in legal action against Wener and 
co. Bank One tenants accuse Loutex of 
dealings in bad faith. They also claim 
that the $80 million insurance payoff 
could have been used to make repairs 
instead of “walk-away” money. Fort 


% 


ee 


fellow Board of Governors members. 


Worth residents are big losers as well. 
But they have no legal grounds to force 
Loutex to do anything to clean up its 
architectural leftovers. They also have 
no legal basis on which to demand the 
return of the 40-foot tall Fort Worth 
landmark (a bright red Eagle sculpted 
by Alexander Calder) that had once 
adorned the Bank One plaza, sold by 
Loutex to the Seattle Art Museum for 
$3.6 million. 

Mr. Wener was deposed under 
oath by the restaurant’s lawyer, Bill 
Bogle, asked Mr. Wener about the 
corporate entities that separate him 
from the building he partly owned. Mr. 
Wener’s answers are a lesson in the 
concept of limited liability: 


Wener: “In all cases, I have used my 
-holding companies or operating 

companies to invest.” 

Bogle: “Even though they’re shell 

companies?” 

W: “I’m not sure what you mean by 

them being shell companies.” 

B: “Take Canderel Corporation, for 

example. Isn’t that a_ shell 


Montreal real estate mogul and chair of Concordia’s Real Estate Committee breaks ground with 


company?” 
W: “No. It has several investments.” 
B: “It has no employees, does it?” 

_ W: “That doesn’t make it a shell... 
Lenders often require us to have 
‘bankruptcy remote companies.’ In 
fact, it’s an obligation in many of 
our financing.” 

B: “To set up a shell corporation?” 
W: “No, to set up a corporation that 
owns a single asset. It has assets. A 
shell corporation to me is devoid of 
assets.” 


Later in the deposition, Mr. 
Wener was asked whether he liked “to 
have a bunch of corporations.” 

Mr. Wener replied, “I love them.” 

The goal of Loutex, as explained 
by Wener, was to make a 20 per cent 
return over five years ihrough. real 
estate speculation. Loutex bought the 
property for about $35 million but 
estimated its value at about $60 
milion. As it turned out, Loutex 
received an $80 million insurance 


CONTINUED ON PAGE 8 


REFUSE YOUR RENT INCREASE! 


by Christina Xydous, Coordinator, 
CSU Off-Campus Housing & Job Bank 


It’s that time of year again when 
tenants throughout the province will be 
receiving notices from their landlords 
for proposed rent increases. The CSU 
Off-Campus Housing & Job Bank 
strongly encourages all _ student- 
tenants to refuse any proposed rent 
increases. 

Many tenants are unaware of their 
right to maintain occupancy while 
refusing a proposed rent increase by 
their landlord. The Québec Civil Code 
(C.C.Q.) clearly defines the process. 
First, the landlord must notify the 
tenant of any proposed modifications 
to the terms of the lease (including any 
increase in the rent) in writing within 
the appropriate delays. For a lease of 
twelve months or more, the notice must 
be given not less than three months nor 
more than six months before then end 
of the term. For example, for a lease 
ending June 30th, 2003, the notice must 
be given between January 1st and 
March 31st, 2003. For a lease of less 
than twelve months, notice must be 
given not less than one month nor 
more than two months before the end 
of the term. 

Once a tenant has received a 


notice from their landlord of a 
proposed rent increase, they have 1 
month from the date they received the 
notice to reply. If you do not reply 
within 1 month, you are deemed to 
have accepted the proposed terms! 
The Régie du logement (Québec 
rental board) has model letters 
available to tenants on their website 
entitled Tenant’s Reply to a Notice of 
Rent Increase and Modification of 
Another condition of the Lease. You 
can also pick up a copy at our office. 
Upon receiving a notice of refusal 
from the tenant, the landlord then has 
one month to file at the Régie to have 
the rent fixed by the latter. Remember, 
landlords asking for an abusive rent 
increase are unlikely to go to the Régie. 


WHY SHOULD I REFUSE THE 
PROPOSED RENT INCREASE? 

As you may already know, 
Montreal is currently experiencing a 
housing crisis. With a vacancy rate of 
0.7%, this coming July ist will once 
again be a time of incredible distress 
and uncertainty for several hundreds of 
households in our city. 

On January 22nd, the Régie 
released its average rent increases for 
leases starting after or renewing after 
April 1st, 2003. They are as follows: 
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1.4% for electricity heated dwellings, 
0.7% for gas heated dwellings, 0.2% for 
oil heated dwellings, and 1.6% for non 
heated dwellings (i.e. where the tenant 
pays the heating costs). 

This past year, rents in the 
Montreal area shot up by an average 
5.5% (CMHC, Rental Market Report - 
October 2002), over four times the 
average amount put forth by the Régie. 

Students have the power to 
contribute either positively or 


negatively tothe current crisis. As a_ 
students are a _ relatively - 


group, 
privileged population who for the most 
part are favoured by landords as 
prospective tenants. This is due to the 
fact that they are often first-time 
renters with very little knowledge of 
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their rights who are easily intimidated 
by agressive or non-cooperative 
landlords. Most students do not have 
children and are not the primary 
caregivers of any elderly relatives. In 
addition, students constitute a very 
mobile population and the high 
turnover in tenancy provides landlords 
with an opportunity of illegally 
increasing the rent between occupants. 

Students therefore have a 
responsibility to the community in 
which they are pursuing their studies. 
Refusing a proposed rent increased is 
one way you can help make a 
difference. 


The War Against Iraq 


CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1 


Harvard note in the January 2003 issue 
of Foreign Policy. Soon after, “Saddam 
was gassing Kurds and Iranians,” all 
with US cooperation and support, 
progressing into direct “facilitatlion] of 
Iraq’s efforts to develop biological 
weapons by allowing Baghdad to 
import disease-producing biological 
materials such as anthrax, West Nile 
virus, and botulinal toxin.” 

The authors, two respected 
scholars well within the mainstream, 
invoke this crucial background to 
illustrate the limited tactical point that 
Saddam can still be deterred today -- as 
indicated by his selective instances of 
gassing innocents and _ attacking 
neighbours only when he could count 
on the support of his patron 
superpower [Kuwait included —- just 
before the invasion US Ambassador 
April Glaspie had told Saddam that 
“[W]e have no opinion on the Arab- 
Arab conflicts, like your border 
disagreement with Kuwait”], leaving 
the obvious moral questions aside. 

Nevertheless, their point is 
significant: echoing nearly every 
serious intelligence analysis on record, 
Saddam “has no more incentive to give 
al Qaeda nuclear weapons than the 


“Saddam _ was_ gassing 
Kurds and Iranians,” all 
with US cooperation and 
support, progressing into 
direct “facilitatlion] of 
Iraq's efforts to develop 
biological weapons.” 


United States does—unless, of course, 
the country makes clear it is trying to 
overthrow him”, an observation that 
extends to all terrorist acts that 
Saddam could possibly take. In other 
words, as the CIA pointed out in an 
October 7th letter to the Senate 
Intelligence Committee, "Should 
Saddam conclude that a U.S.-led attack 
could no longer be deterred, he 
probably would become much less 
constrained in adopting terrorist 
action." 

Perhaps picking up on these 
disaproving analyses, the Bush 
administration has once again tried to 
push the alleged links between Irag and 
al-Qaeda. The idea was raised with 
much fervor in the immediate 
aftermath of 9/11, with much of the 
focus centering on allegations of a 
prior meeting between Iraqi officials 
and Mohammed Atta in the Czech 
republic. But the business section of 
the New York Times reported on 
October 26, 2001 that "Czech officials 
said they had been asked by 
Washington to comb their records to 
determine whether Mr. Atta met with 
an Iraqi diplomat or agent here. They 
said they had told the United States 
they found no evidence of any such 
meeting. ... Petr Necas, chairman of the 
parliamentary defense committee, said, 
‘I haven't seen any direct evidence that 
Mr. Atta met any Iraqi agent'’." 

Yet addressing the media on 
Monday, January 28th, “[Press 
Secretary Ari] Fleisher and {Secretary 
of State Colin] Powell repeated the 
president's long-held beliefs that Iraq 
has been a refuge for al-Qaida and that 
Iraqis have trained terrorists in the use 
of chemical weapons,” the Associated 
Press reports. When pressed for 
details, Fleisher could offer only the 
very telling line of "it's a story that's 
unfolding," as it no doubt is in the 
imaginations of the speechwriters and 
PR managers that have been 
attempting to spin it for a long while, in 
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the continued effort to scare the 
American population into accepting 
war. (Ron Fournier, “Bush Address 
Won't Include New Iraq Data”, AP, 
Monday Jan 27) 

Of course, even expecting 
fabricated evidence to justify the attack 
before it begins might even be asking 
too much. The day that Hans Blix 
submitted his progress report to the 
UN, the Financial Times, citing a 
“senior western security official”, 
informs us that “strong evidence of 
Iraq’s success in hiding its WMD 
programme will also emerge only after 
foreign troops have occupied the areas 
in which its alleged chemical and 
biological weapons programmes have 
been carried out,” — entrusting the 
foreign invading army to provide the 
evidence after it has taken over the 
country. It is unclear why the US does 
not simply to pass on its intelligence of 
these alleged areas of WMD 
programmes to the UN inspections 
regime right now. Perhaps because 
“US administration officials stress that 
just because certain sites are not 
operating does not mean that they will 
not be used for WMD production in the 
future,” a logic that could thus have us 
bomb anywhere in the world if it was 
actually taken seriously. (Mark 
Hubbard and Charles Clover, “Full 
evidence on Iraq arms only after war”, 
FT, Jan 27). 

That no citizenship outside of the 
United States seems to accept these 
transparencies are remarkable 
achievements of domestic US 
propaganda, as Noam Chomsky has 
pointed out. But that public opinion 
polls in the US continue to disagree 
with the Bush administration’s extreme 
stance is also a tribute to the growing 
anti-war sentiment that has been 
displayed in the country. The 
widespread public opposition to war is 
also considerable here in Canada, 
given how much effort has been made 
in the mainstream to convince us of the 
merits of subordination to US power 
and _ greed. Globe and Mail 
Washington Bureau chief John 
Ibbitson provides an apt example in 
posing the “basic” dilemma facing 
Canada, asking the profound question 
of whether “we stand with the United 
States when they need us,” or do we 
choose to make our own decisions, 
“acting with the United States only 
when we agree with its aims and 
actions?” 

It’s difficult to reconcile, he 
writes, when we are amongst the select 
group that embodies the “liberal and 
democratic traditions [that] are almost 
exclusively the preserve of what 
Winston Churchill called ‘the English- 
speaking peoples’: Great Britain and its 
major settler colonies,” who are 
“leading the world toward a future of 
universal democracy, open markets, 
and collective peace.” We thus face a 
challenge “when the leader of this 
coalition, the United States, concludes 
that they, we, and everyone else are in 
imminent danger from a rogue state 
and that action must be taken.” It’s a 
challenge that has undoubtedly been 
faced by any state that has lacked the 
values of universal democracy and 
human rights to not to submit itself to 
stronger, imperial powers bent on 
decimating local populations and 
taking over their resources. 

As always, the business press 
offers a more honest account of the real 
questions faced in this war. “Executives 
of US oil companies are conferring 
with officials at the White House, the 
Department of Defense and the State 
Department to figure out how to best 
jump-start Iraq’s oil industry following 
a war,” Thaddeus Herrick reports in the 
Wall Street Journal. “With oil reserves 


An Iraqi child with a previously unknown renal disease. Iraqi doctors speculatethat the child had 


played with US depleted uranium ammunition casings. 


second only to Saudi Arabia’s, Iraq 
would offer the oil industry enormous 
opportunity should a war topple 
Saddam Hussein,” an opportunity that 
will likely go, incidentally, to “oil 
services firms such as Halliburton Co., 
where Vice-President Dick Cheney 
formerly served as Chief Executive... 
for what could be as much as $1.5 
billion in contracts.” 

But in case anyone might get the 
wrong idea, Larry’ Goldstein, 
"president of the Petroleum Industry 
Research Foundation in New York”, an 
industry lobby group, dismisses any 
misconceptions: “If we go to war, it’s 


Public opinion polls in 
the US continue to 
oppose the Bush 
administration’s extreme 
stance. 


not about oil,” he explains. “But the 
day the war ends, it has everything to 
do with oil.” (“U.S. Oil Wants to work in 
Iraq,” WSJ, January 16 2003). 

The background illustrates a 
Western policy guided by narrow self- 
interest that is easy enough to 
document and denounce; what is more 
difficult is to capture in words is just 
how much suffering it has caused. One 
does not have to venture into the 
devastated hospitals and decaying 
infrastructure of Iraqi society to get an 
idea — it is beyond words to look at 
pictures of Iraqi babies born with 
severe deformities due to exposure to 
depleted uranium from US bombing 
(extremely disturbing, yet important 
images can be viewed at 
http://(www.wepb- 
light.nl/VISIE/extremedeformities.htm]). 

Under US/UK-led sanctions and 
periodic bombings since the Gulf War, 
400,000 Iraqi civilians have lost their 
lives, taking the conservative estimates. 
A comprehensive August 2002 report 
by 13 religious and non-governmental 
associations conducted in partnership 
with Save the Children (UK) on the 
humanitarian consequences of the 
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Iraqi sanctions notes that while 
Saddam’s regime holds considerable 
responsibility for the suffering in his 
country, “many” of its problems “can 
be attributed to the sanctions.” The 
bombings have caused “Electricity 
shortages, [which] in addition to 
shutting down  water-treatment, 
seriously disrupt hospital care... 
Sanctions also result in shortages of 
medical equipment and spare parts, 
blockages of certain important 
medicines, shortages of skilled medical 
staff, and more.” The health crisis that 
Iraqis endure is worsened _ by 
“sanctions that deepen that crisis as a 
cause and also block measures that 
could mitigate it through public health 
measures and _ curative medical 
procedures.” 

An attack launched on Iraq would 
only increase this suffering. "This is 
going to be a major undertaking for 
us," the World Food Programme’s 
Khaled Mansour tells the Associated 
Press of the likely humanitarian effort 
required in event of an attack. "This is 
not going to be a small crisis from the 
humanitarian perspective. The need 
will be huge, because the population is 
already highly vulnerable." (Timothy 
Appleby, Associated Press/Globe and 
Mail, Jan. 15). 

That there is even a question of 
whether we are to participate in 
bringing about this crisis is shameful in 
itself; a telling indication of the 
direction that “universal democracy” 
and “collective peace” have taken 
under its Western leadership. 
Whether these values can come to 
have some remote meaning today 
certainly begins with the ongoing 
efforts to oppose the planned attack on 
Iraq. This opposition is crucial -- given 
our leaders’ overall indifference to 
whatever real dangers face either us or 
the intended victims, our public dissent 
stands as the only real chance to 
ensure that our destructive polices do 
not continue on their well-established 
course. 

Aaron Maté is Vice-President 
Campaigns of the Concordia Student 
Union. He can be reached at 
campaigns@csu.tao.ca 


Crackdown Contiues 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1 


the security investigator Jacques 
Lechance. He is the one making the 
complaint against us, so there is a 
conflict of interest." 

Elatrash said that the security 
tapes would show the police brutality 
that occurred before students took a 
more confrontational approach. 


We've seen this before 


This wasn’t the first time that a 
student group has been prevented by 
the administration from holding a 
peaceful event inside our university— 
on November 15th, the university won 
a court order preventing a CSU- 
planned lecture by Members of 
Parliament Svend Robinson and 
Libbby Davies and Canadian feminist 
Judy Rebick. But at least at that time 
the administration could hide behind 
its moratorium on Israel-Palestinian 
issues, at least technically -- the 
lecture’s title had been “Peace and 
Justice in the Middle East”. But with 
the moratorium lifted, and at least two 
demonstrations by anti-Palestinian 
groups having been permitted in the 
Hall building since — many allege that 


the administration can point to no 
reason but outright contempt for 
Palestinian students and their allies. 

CSU VP Campaigns Aaron Maté 
condemned the  administration’s 
actions. “As has always been the case,” 
he wrote them in an open letter to the 
admin, “concerns that an SPHR event 
would disrupt university activities and 
endanger members of the Concordia 
community are dubious ones—their 
numerous rallies, lectures and 
gatherings have always gone off with 
no security problems whatsoever.” 

Maté conceded that while 
members of SPHR were = an 
instrumental part of the Coalition for a 
Just Peace in the Middle East, the 
group behind the demonstration 
against Netanyahu, it was the brutal 
behaviour of the riot police and a 
handful of protesters that committed 
deplorable assaults on spectators that 
bear the blame for any violence that 
occurred that day. 

For over two years now, the 
administration has refused the CSU’s 
calls into an independent inquiry into 
all forms of racism and discrimination 
on campus. 


-additional reporting from Dave 
Bernans 


Layla Mouammar, a Concordia Post-Graduate Student and one of the students charged for 
participation in the demonstrations on Sept. 9th, has spoken at two events in opposition to the 
Universities actions - both events faced legal actions forcing the events out into the cold. 


We Need 


a Regime 


Change in Senate 
Steering Committee 


By Adam Slater 


“That would be like yelling fire in a 
crowded theatre,” Provost Jack 
Lightstone responded to a student 
proposal to present a motion before 
the University Senate requesting a 
public inquiry into structural racism at 
Con-U. 

Rather then the claim of other 
senior administrators on the committee 
that “we'd be soiling our own nest” - a 
nest that could evidently remain 

-“unfouled” by sweeping allegations of 
racism under the proverbial rug - 
Lightstone sought to gag discussion of 
racism at Concordia by twisting 
around a legalese exception to freedom 
of expression. This tactic allows 
Lightstone to continue his by-now- 
tired rants and _ slogans about 
undemocratic extremist anarcho- 
Marxist cabals having hijacked the 
CSU, while Steering Committee itself 
refuses to present any student motions 
to Senate and, in fact, even cancel 
Senate meetings. 

The same process was to await 
student representatives the next time 
around. Again, student reps came in 
with items to be added to the agenda of 
Senate: 

1) a discussion of the mandate of 
the steering committee; 

2) a proposal to reopen 
admittance to Physics programs, which 
the admin closed for not bringing in 
enough corporate research money. 

Now both of these proposals were 
clearly within the mandate of Senate; 
according to the University’s By-Laws, 
Senate may both “amend the functions 
of its committees, provided that the 
amended functions be within the area 
of jurisdiction of Senate” and “initiate 
the consideration of any matter 
pertaining to the academic programme 
of the University.” Yet again, the 
Steering Committee, in which student 
reps are vastly outnumbered by 


administrators and full-time faculty (no~ 


part-time faculty are represented), 
prohibited open and free debate on the 
Senate floor. 5 


While the Steering Committee 
pretends to have the power to do this, 
the mandate of all Senate committees is 
“to facilitate debate on the floor of 
Senate itself’; nothing in Steering 
Committee’s mandate, however, refers 
to the function of censoring each and 
every motion presented by a student 
Senator from discussion on the floor of 
Senate. Jack Lightstone, has claimed, 


The mandate of all Senate 
committees is “to facilitate 
debate on the floor of 
Senate itself”; nothing in 
Steering Committee’s 
mandate, however, refers to 
the function of censoring 
each and every motion. 


“the University is not a democracy.” So 
much is clear from their dictatorial 
style of governance, ruling by fear, 
intimidation and brute force. 

One is left to wonder why 
Lightstone is so concerned about 
democracy when it comes to CSU 
elections and yet disregards it 
completely when it comes to university 
governance. After all, wouldn’t it be 
the dream of a Stalinist/Anarchist cabal 
to form a Censorship Committee that 
could silence all debate, especially 
about its own mandate? This is 
precisely what the Senate Steering 
Committee has become, an instrument 
to pervert the agenda of Senate away 
from its original purpose and especially 
to stifle all discussion pertaining to 
issues of concern to students. As the 
subjects of the absolute dictatorship of 
General Lowy and Colonel Lightstone, 
it is up to us to call for regime change!!! 


Adam Slater is a CSU Councilor and a 


member of the Senate Steering 
Committee. 
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of Mutual 


By Kealia Curtis, VP Internal 


On December 6th, 2003 the CSU 
Council passed a motion asking all 
CSU clubs to sign onto an agreement 
of mutual respect. The purpose 
behind such a statement is to reaffirm 
values of human rights and respect 
for other people. These values are 
outlined in the CSU constitution and 
by-laws. CSU clubs, through their 
own constitutions, must respect and 
commit to these values. Although the 
statement is not binding, (meaning 
no punitive repercussions for 
breaking it), we’ve asked all clubs to 
sign it in good faith. In a move that 
some have critisized, funding will be 
withheld to all clubs that do not sign 
it. 

The statement reads as follows: 


We wish to reaffirm, on behalf of 
our student group, that we are 
fully committed to the following 
principles: 


Commitment to respect for all 
persons. 
non-violent 


Commitment to 


behaviour. 
Commitment to not permit: 


Speech or _ materials’ that 
promote racism against an 
individual or group; 

Speech or materials that seek to 
recruit for any military or 
paramilitary organization; 


CSU Clubs A 


. Centre: 848-7461 


Agreement 
espect 


Events or displays or literature 
that promote racism, promote 
hate, or stereotype individuals 
or groups based on race, color, 
ethnic or national origin, sex, 
pregnancy, sexual orientation, 
civil status, age, religion, 
political convictions, language, 
social condition, handicap or 
the use of a means to palliate a 
handicap. 


Commitment to reasoned 


respectful dialogue. 


Commitment to protect the core 
academic functions of the 
University. 


Thus far most of CSU clubs have 
reaffirmed their belief in respect and 
non-discrimination. If you and your 
club believe in these human rights, 
and you have not yet signed on, it is 
imperative that you re-affirm your 
commitment by signing onto the 
statement above. 

Also if you feel discriminated 
against, there are a few avenues that 
can be pursued: 


1) A formal complaint can be brought 
against a member or club under the 
CSU to the CSU Judicial Board. 
Contact: 
csujudicialboard@yahoo.com or 848- 
7498 — 

2) Advocacy at the CSU Advocacy 


3) University Office of Rights and 
Responsibilities 


Senate is a University body made up of full and 
part-time faculty, University administrators and 


student representatives. 


it meets once a month 


and is the second highest ConU decision making 
body, ruled over only by the Board of Governors. 
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Stay of Deportations Comes to an End 


Non-status Algerians Skeptical of “joint solution” 


by Andrea Schmidt 


Many non-status Algerians living 
in Montreal will be _ submitting 
applications for permanent residency 
on humanitarian and compassionate 
grounds to the offices of Citizenship 
and Immigration Canada this week, as 
a 3 month stay of deportations comes 
to an end on January 30th. 

Mohamed, a member of the 
Action Committee for Non-Status 
Algerians (CASS), has spent the past 
month and a half helping others fill out 
the forms required to complete their 
dossiers. He claims he won't be 
handing his own dossier to the agents 
at 1010 St-Antoine until 15 minutes 
before closing time on the day of the 
deadline. It’s a statement of profound 
skepticism about the entire 
procedure—part of the “joint solution” 
for non-status Algerians proposed by 
Canada and Quebec last fall—that 
resonates with the rest of the Action 
Committee. 

On April 5, 2002, Canada’s 
Immigration Minister Denis Coderre 
lifted a five-year old moratorium on 
deportations to Algeria, declaring the 


According to the CASS, the 
principal problem with the 
"joint procedure" is that it 
turns an issue of asylum and 
protection into an issue of 
immigration. 


country safe for the return of more 
than 1,000 Algerians without status 
living in Canada. Non-status Algerians 
were faced with deportation to a 
country still torn by the daily violence 
of a civil conflict that has taken over 
150,000 lives since it began ten years 
ago. 

Coderre’s announcement 
coincided with a travel advisory issued 
by the Department of Foreign Affairs 
that warned Canadian nationals not to 
travel to Algeria because of the 
widespread and unpredictable 
violence. Can you say ‘racist double 
standard’? 

Or how about 'money talks'? At 
the same time, Prime Minister Jean 
Chretien was visiting Algeria to 
broaden Canadian-Algerian trade 
relations and to drum up support for a 
neocolonial investment plan called the 
New Partnership for Africas 
Development (NEPAD) with Algerian 
President Abdelaziz Bouteflika. 

The CASS fought back, mobilizing 
around three demands: the end to 
deportations of non-status Algerians, 
the reinstatement of the moratorium 
and the regularization of all non-status 
people. Hundreds of people joined the 
“sans-statuts” in the streets of Montreal 
to demonstrate their solidarity and to 
express support for these demands. 
The CASS held weekly pickets outside 
the IRB office, and organized 
delegation visits that pierced CIC’s 
bureaucratic shield and brought the 
struggle against deportations directly 
into Coderre’s and CIC’s offices. In 
October, the Bourouisa family refused 
to appear for their deportation date 
and sought sanctuary at Union United 
Church, which brought national media 
coverage to the struggle. 


The Bourouisa’s 


stand and the strength of 1 


action mobilize 
the government 


Qs 


October 30th 2002, Coderre and Remy 
Trudel, Minister of Citizen Relations 
and Immigration for Quebec, 
announced the special Canada-Quebec 
“joint procedure”. The joint 
procedures gave non-status Algerians 
living in Canada until January 30th (or 
3 months from the date their refugee 
claim is refused) to file a claim for 
permanent residence on humanitarian 
and compassionate grounds. The joint 
procedures specified that no one was 
to be deported until their humanitarian 
claim was examined. After being 
scanned for “security threats" by the 
federal government, eligible files were 
to be transferred to ~. Quebec 
Immigration for selection according to 
Quebec’s immigration process. While 
application for selection by 
Immigration Quebec must normally be 
done from outside of Canada -- a 
process requiring a visa for travel to 
the US that non-status individuals 
cannot obtain -- the “joint procedure” 
allowed for the interview process to 
take place in Montreal. 

However, the "joint procedure” is 
no panacea, 
governments' insistence that the 
matter is resolved, the sans-statut's 
struggle for justice continues. 

According to the CASS, the 
principal problem with the "joint 
procedure" is that it turns an issue of 
asylum and protection into an issue of 
immigration. Says Mohamed "The 
situation of non-status Algerians in 
Canada is at heart a problem of 
protection, and not one _ person 
deserves to be condemned to death to 
serve Canada's financial interests". 

Moreover, according to Soumya, a 
spokesperson for the CASS "We are 
seeing that the special "“Canada- 
Quebec" procedures that have been put 
in place allow for the exclusion of a 
large number of vulnerable people." 
This includes at least 60 non-status 
Algerians who don't reside in Quebec, 
and people who have had warrants out 
for their arrest because they have not 
appeared for pre-deportation 
interviews at CIC. 

It also includes people who can't 
afford to pay the fee to apply for 
residency on humanitarian grounds, 
and people who have criminal records. 

Submitting a dossier for a 
humanitarian review is expensive. It 
costs $550 per adult and $150 for each 
child included in the file. The fee is 
reminiscent of the infamous head tax 
imposed on Chinese immigrants by the 
Canadian Government between 1885 
and 1923 in order to restrict the 
number of Chinese migrants entering 
the country, and the comparison 
highlights the persistence of Canadian 
immigration policy based on racist 
strategies of restriction and exclusion. 
Several non-status Algerian families 
have had to make the difficult choice of 
putting only one adult's name on the 
form, in the hope that they will be able 
to sponsor the rest of the family later, if 
they are accepted. 

With regard to people with 
criminal records, the federal 
government has stated that it has a 
"zero tolerance" policy, in effect 
condemning them to _ automatic 
deportation. But people with criminal 
records, argues Mohammed, have 
already been punished for » their 
misdemeanours, and should not be 
penalized again by being deported. 
Moreover, such a penalty is completely 
disproportionate to the crime, since 


deportation to a_ situation of 
widespread violence is tantamount to 
imposing a death penalty on a person 
who has committed what is most often 


and despite of the. 


a minor offense. 

Given the institutionalized racism 
of the Canadian state and police and a 
political context which is predisposed 
to constructing "criminality" along 
anti-Muslim and anti-Arab lines, the 
government's "zero-tolerance" policy is 
alarming. Jamal, a member of the 
CASS, calls it a “continuation of the 
injustice and humiliation perpetrated 
against us by the Canadian 
government,” adding that "maybe it's 
because we're Muslim..." 

As the end of January approaches, 
the struggle for justice continues at an 
increasingly urgent pace. The CASS 
continues to mobilize support from 
community and activist groups in 
Montreal, across Canada and abroad. It 
maintains its three demands, and 
members note that the demand for the 
regularization of all non-status people 
includes the 39 non-status Algerians 
who were deported before the joint- 
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procedures were put into place at the 
end of October. Those 39 must be 
allowed to return to Canada and the 
government must grant them 
permanent residence. 

On January 25th a solidarity 
march in Montreal will kick off three 
focused weeks of actions, news 
conferences and speaking events 
organized to ensure that both the 
Quebec and the Canadian government 
can't ignore the pressure. "Even one 
deportation is too many," says Soumya, 
"We will not allow them to throw us out 
like trash." 

For more information about the 
CASS or the Stop the Deportations 


campaign, please check out 
www.tao.ca/~sans-statut or email 
cassdz@hotmail.com. 


Andrea Schmidt is a member of 
the No One Is Illegal campaign of 
Montreal. 


Chair of ConU Real Estate Committee in 
Legal Battle conrnuen From pace 5 


settlement - $20 million more than Mr. 
Wener (while under oath) estimated the 
building to be worth. 

Loutex denies all wrongdoing, 
however. It claims that the “walk-away” 
strategy was just one option among 
many, and that its tenants were never 
told to expect the building to be 
repaired. 

Mr. Wener told the Unabridged 
“We [Canderel] haven’t made any 
money on it [the Texas deal].” Wener 
downplayed the importance of the 
Texas fiasco and claimed that it had no 
bearing on his Chairmanship of 
Concordia’s real estate committee, 
“There was a tornado that occurred. 
What had to be done was done. And I 
don’t think this has anything to do with 
Concordia.” 

When asked why Bank One was 
not restored with the insurance money, 
Wener replied, “The building could not 
be restored because of problems with 
zoning.” 

CSU President Sabine Freisinger 
and fellow BoG member insisted that 
this is a Concordia issue, “Wener is on 
the head of the real estate committee 
that is deciding the architectural future 
of our University and downtown 
Montreal. The fact that he helped 
destroy the architecture of Fort Worth 
Texas is certainly relevant. I think he 
should resign from the committee for 
the sake of the University’s reputation.” 

Concordia is in the midst of 
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Sir George Williams and Loyola 
campuses including a new student 
centre and a new home for the John 
Molson School of Business. It recently 
issued $200 million in private bonds to 
finance various real estate 
developments. 

Although Wener claims that 
Canderel has not made one penny on 
the deal, an analysis by the plaintiffs in 
the suit against Loutex claim that 
Cherry, Wener or their companies 
(who owned 10 per cent of the 
building) made about $4 million. 

$37 million of the settlement 
repaid the mortgage to SITQ, $21 
million paid for emergency repair 
costs, $11 million went to Loutex and 
another $11 million was set aside as a 
contingency fund. The judge in the 
lawsuit has frozen the contingency 
fund and the $3.8 million Loutex sold 
the building for. 

The new owner has yet to 
demolish the structure as planned 
because of implosion insurance rates 
and hazardous asbestos deposits. 


*For more detailed information 
on this story check out the article by 
Dan Malone, “Bank One Fallout,” in 
Fort Worth Weekly, 
http://www.fwweekly.com/issues/200 
2-05-30/metropolis.himl. Information 
about the plaintiff's claims and the 
“walk-away memo” comes from Dan 
Malone’s article. 


